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TO REV. MOSES STUART, 


Sim,—The next passage I quote for your considera- 
tion is. Heb. i, t—4. “* God who at sundry times, and 
in diverse manners spake in times past unto the fathers, 
by the prophets, hath in these last days, spoken unto 
us by his Son, whom he hath appointed heir of all things, 
(pantor) by whom also he made the worlds; who be- 
ing the brightness of bis glory, and the express image of 
Lis person, and upholding ull things (ta panta the uni- 
verse) by the word of his power,’ &c. Notice here, 
sir, that Christ is said to uphold all things, or, ta panta 
the universe. Is not this the same all] things, which in 
the passage he is said to be heir of what he upholds, 
and what he is appointed heir of, are the same, and this 
is, ta pauta the universe. Christ then is appointed heir, 
or as some translate and explain the passage, ‘* posses- 
cor of the universe,” he is not indeed yet come into the 
full possession of his inheritance, but we are assured 
that all things are to be subdued to him. I need not 
stop to notice, how exactly this passage agrees with 
Phil. ii. 9, 10, and Rev. v. 13, and your comments on 
them. Passing this, permit me to ask,—If Christ is the 
heir of the universe, will he leave any part of his inher- 
tance unsubdued? You know that according to the 
popular belief, a great part of this inheritance, is to re- 
main forever in rebellion and misery. But! ask further, 
if the greater part of t'.ec human race are.to live in eter- 
nal rebellion and misery, is Christ very highly exalted, 
er honoured, by being appointed heir to such an inher- 
jtance? But permit me to ask once more, if a great 
part of the pniverse is to continue forever in rebellion 


“and misery, may it not be said with more truth, that 


the devil is appointed heir of the universe? And that 
God had given ali things into his hands? I am shocked 
myself, sir, at such questions, but I put them for the 
purpose of leading you, and myself, and all my readers, 
to a candid and careful re-examination of this very im- 
portant subject. It is possible we may be mistaken. 
Indeed if we are not, but it is a fact, that all who have 
not given evidence in this world of being subdued to 
Christ, are to perish for ever, the greater part of the 
universe of God in ages past have certainly perished, 
I presume you do not believe, that more than one in 
ten of these living in what are called Christian lands 
give such evidence. In asermon by Mr. WARD, late- 


_ ly from India, be made the following statement. India 


within the Ganges, contains one hundred and fifty mil- 
lions of human beings, ell, not only without the know!- 
edge of God, but grossly and superstitiously wicked. 
This course, such an immense population, had been pur- 
suing for two thousand years. You can easily calcu- 
late, what an immense number during this period must 
have perished for ever. But what is even this to the 
whole world, since God created man uponit. It is the 
mere dust of the balance to those, who must now be 
lifting up their eyes in hopeless despair. Whether this 
doctrine be true or not, one thing I am convinced can- 
not be true. It is this sir,—that the greater part of men 


who have preached, and do now preach this doctrine, 


do not believe it themselves. Had they no doubts of 
its truth, what zeal, what labours, what hardships, what 
self-denial, what disinterestecnegs, should we not see in 
them to save men from such misery. I am disposed, 
from the sermons I heard Mr. Ward preach, to think he 


|in is heart a universalist. I infer this, from the texts he 
_ tselected to preach from, the universal sentiments he 
FOR THE MAGAZINE. |‘ *"! oe pore 
_be eften made from the bible in proof and illustration of 
| his subject, and his hardly ever introducing a single 


| the most part, if not entirely urged, on the ground of 





dyvanced about the subjects of Christ, the quotations 


sentence about the future and eternal misery of so many 
human beings. His claims in theit behalf, were for 


reclaiming them from their present ignorance, supersti- 
tion and wretchedness. To the best of my recollection, 
I never heard him once urge the argument of future 
eternal misery in his discourses. ‘To put eternal misery 
out of the question, is not the reclaiming men from such 
things, worthy of ail that has been done, or can be done, 
by those who know the blessedness of the gospel and 
its effects. J] have introduced these remarks to show, 
that if Christ is the appointed heir of the universe, and 
if the common views of men about those to be saved 
are correct, but few comparatively are to be his obed- 
lent and happy subjects. This is what time past war-| 
rants us to say, and admitting that the coepel is suc- 
cessful to the full extent of our expectations in the 
time to come, yet it must be allowed, if the greater part 
of the human race are at last saved; yet not a few of 
them are perished for ever. But I proceed to notice, 
Phil. iii. 21, ‘* Who shall change our vile body, that 
it may be fashioned like unto his glorious body, accord- 
ing to the working whereby he is able even to subdue 
all things (ta panta the universe) unto himself.’ It is 
here as in the preceding texts, ‘* ta panta the universe.” 
Besides, the word translated subdue, is the same as in 
1 Cor. xv. 24 to 28. Heb. ii. 8, and other texts al- 





ready considered. If I have proved that the subjection 
in these texts, is a willing subjection, the proof equally 
applies here. In this text Christ’s ability to subdue al! 
things to himself, is expressly asserted, and | presume 
you will not di-pute. his willingness. Indeed this is in- 
cluded in the word which expresses his ability. It de- 
serves our notice, sir, that this subjection, is said to be 
‘unto himself.” This language corresponds to the 
language of 1 Cor. 15th, Col. Ist, and other texts, which 
have been considered. 

There are, my dear sir, a number of texts more, in 
which ta panta occur, or, what is equivalent to ta pan- 
ta, which | might introduce. But as these would lead 
to similar remarks, {| deem a distinet consideration of | 
them unnecessary. Suffer me therefore ina general way 
to notice the following things. In examining the pas- 
sages where ta panta occurs, &c. | have noticed, Ist. 
That the creation of all things or ta panta the universe 
is ascribed to God the Father. Heb. iii. 4. Rey. iv. 11. 
Rom. xi. 36. 2Cor. vy. 18. 1 Cor, viii, 6. 2 Peter 
iii. 4. Acts xiv. 15. Eph iv. 6. Notwithstanding 
that in these passages God the Father is said to have 
created all things, yet I find, 

2d. That in the following he is said to have created 
aJl things, or ta panta the universe, by Jesus Christ. 
See Col. i. 16. Heb. ii. 10, Eph. iii, 9. 1 Cor. viii..6. 
John i. 3. Not only is the universe said to be made 
by him, but also for him. Heb. ii. 10. Besides he is 
said to uphold all things. Heb.i.4. Suffer me to 
notice, 

3d. That these all things, or ta panta the universe, 
which Christ is said to have made, and upholds, and 
which is for him, as well as by him, he is expressly said 
to be, ** appointed hear of,” to be Lord of, Acts x. 26. 
And that the Father hath deijivered it to him, Mat. xi. 
27. Yeagiven it into his hands, John iii. 35, and xiii. 





3. And that God hath given him pevwer over it, John 


Xvi. 2. Mat. xxviii. 18. Compare John v. 20, and 
Xvi. 15, and xvii. 7. 

Here, sir, I finish my remarks on the texts iw which 
ta panta are found. {n concluding, I shall state for 
your serious consideration, some things which occurred 
to me in the course of my investigations. 

ist. Is not the number of texts, which I have brought 
forward, about as many as you have done, to prove the 
divinity of Christ. If you should say, you only brought 
forward a few out of the many which you could have 
adduced in proof of this doctrine; it is likely the uni- 
versalists would reply, that I have only afforded a sma! 
specimen of the texts, which they could adduce ia prox | 
of theirs. But what you observe to Mr. Channing, | 
think is just, that it is not the number, but the natur 
of the texts which can prove any doctrine. A law « 
thousand times repeated, does not make it more cer- 
tainly a Jaw, then if only mentioned once. But, 

2d. Are any of the texts which you have guoted in 
proof of Christ's civinity, more plain and explicit, than 
those I have quoted in proof of universal salvation ?— 
Does any one text say more plainly and explicitly that 
Christ is God, than the texts I have quoted say, that al! 
things shall be subdued unto him, and that God hath 
by him reconciled all things unto bimself? How then 
does your texts prove Clirist’s divinity, and those Lhave 
quoted do not prove universal salvation? Pray deliver 
yourself from this arbitrary mode of explaining the bible 
if you can co it, by some rational explanation. How 
can you biame Mr. Channing end others for explaining 
away your plain texts in favour of Christ's divinity, and 
yet feel no blame in explaining away equally plain tests 
in favour of universal salvation, Candor and consis- 
tency certainly Gemand, that you should not be silent 
upon this subject, 

3d. Have I, in these Ictters, or do universalists, resort 
to the origina] languages and put them to the torture to 
prove their doctrine, as you, and tluce whom you op- 
pose do in the controversy about the trinity. This, [ 
think, will not be asserted. The force of all | have ad- 
vanced, you have furnished me in your criticisms about 
ta panta. I have only shown, that in judging Mr. 
Channing you haye condemned yourseJf. So far a+ } 
have looked into the writings of universalists, I fini 
they take our common translation as they Gud it, end 
attempt to prove their doctrine by it. Your comments 
on it, and even your criticisms on the original, as I think 
I have shown, both tend strongly to confirm them in 
their opinions. The orthcdox, are not more under ob- 
ligations of gratitude to you for your letters in proving 
Christ's divinity, than are the universalists, in establist- 
ing universal salvation. 

4th. In any one of the texts on which I have com- 
mented, what false rule of interpretation have | adopt- 
ed, to wrest it from its plain obvious meaning. If my 
rules of interpretation are false, yours cannot be true, 
for they are the same. I will feel greatly obliged to 
you, or any other man, who will show in a single in- 
stance, that | have deviated from your rules of inter- 
pretation or modes of reasoning. 

5th. Could you bave availed yourself of as many ex- 
planations and concessions from Mr. Channing, as I have 
done from you and Dr, Campbell], what would you hare 
said? Had he in a controversy with the universalists, 
intimated as plainly that Christ is the supreme God, as 
you have done that the universe shall perform spjritual 
and divine worship to Christ, would you not have quot- 
ed him with triumphs. You have quoted authors in 
your Ietters in proof of your views. I therefore pyt this 
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question solemnly to your conscience,—Are any of| 


your quotations more plainly and forcibly to your pur- 
pose in proof of Christ’s divinity, than those | have 
made from you ond Dr. Campbell, are in favour of uni- 
versal sulvation? If you have proved that spiritual wor- 
ship is rendered to Christ, and if this proves Lis divinity, 
it is equally plain that by your own explanations the 
universe are to perform it,and this proves universal salva- 
tion. 1 am sure you are too sensible a man not to per- 
ceive this, and I hope too candid to deny it. 
6ih. It seems to me, that in proving three perzons in 
the God-head, you are obliged to adopt a course, which 
the universalists seldom if ever do in proving universal 
sulvation. I shall explain myself. Is it not a fact, sir, 
that the doctrine of tAree persons in the God-head, is 
attempted to be proved by passages, and these few in 
number, by way of inference? These inferences are 
-ometimes not of the most obvious kind. Do not the 
universalists quote plain declarations of scripture in 
proof of their doctrine? Besides, when you are pushed 
mto a corner by argument in proving your doctrine, 
is itnot common to take shelter in this, —** J/ is a mys- 
tery.” Have you ever found a universalist fee for re- 
fuge to any thing like this? It is very common with 
you, in regard to the trinity, to ssy, “* The fact is re- 
reiled, the modes we do nol undertake to explain.” 
Cniversalists not only refer you to passages declaring 
the fact, that all men shall be saved, but to texts shew- 
ig how this is to be done. In short, do you ever hear 
of universalists talking about their doctrine, as is often 
done about the trinity,—‘* That it is above reason, 
t}ough not contrary to it,” and spending volume after 
volume to explain their doctrine as is done about the 
trinity, yet leaving us as far from understanding it as 
ever? Do they use a word in defining their doctrine 
as you do the word person, which no man ever has, and 
1 fear never will be able to tell us, what is meant 
by i? It is evident that you felt puzzled and per- 
plexed with it; so much so, that you wish it had never 
deen used in the symbols of the churclies. You forget 
my dear sir, to inform us, what onght to have been used 
insteed of it, or what yon wou!d substitute in its place 
if it was laid aside. If universalists are driven to such 
oerplexities in defence of their doctrine, I shall hesitate 
to prononnce ittruth. in fine, is the doctrine of three 
persons in one God, a doctrine more capable of proof 
‘rom the bible, and more consonant to right reason and 
commons sense, than the doctrine of universal salvation ? 
‘iad you been brought up a universalist as you have 
“een a tripiferian, and universal salvation was an arti- 
'c in the Andover creed, yea your place as Professor 
sd temporal interest led you to defend it as you have 
done that of the trinity, which of these two doctrines 
could you most easily defend? Could you not adduce 
as many, and as powerful arguments, drawn from scrip- 
‘ure, reason aud Common sense, to support the one, as 
vow have done in support of the other. I think you 
would at least hesitate to. answer this question in the 
negative. 
7th. Whether does the doctrine of universal salvation, 
or its oppesite, give the most honorable and amiable 
view of the character of God, and which is most calcu- 
lated to produce peace and good will among men. As 
to the first of these, little need be said, for surely if the 
doetrine of universal salvation can be fai-ly and fully 
established from the bible, it, to the reason of men, has 
the preference as to this subject. It is not very easy 
for us to see God’s character honourable and amiable, 
in bringing a vast number of beings into existence, 
whom he foresaw would be (not to say as some do pre- 
determined that they should be) for ever miserable. | 
never found one who thus talked about God’s dooming 
some to endless misery, that ever believed themselves of 
this number. To say the least, those who thus speak 
of such a tremendously awful subject, have given too 
just cause for universalists to say,—that the God of such 
persons, if they say the truth about him, is very like a 
tyrant. Asto the second, certainly the doctrine of 
universal salvation, if it is proved to be true, has the 
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advantege of the other in promoting peace and good 
willamong men. ‘The docirine is what every unbias- 
ed, benevolent mind wishes now true, if consistent with 
the will of God. It is what every good man prays for, 
that all may be saved, and what his exertions go to pro- 
mote, Admitting the doctrine true fur a moment, 
though men might Jook on each other as wrong in many 
respects, yet not as finally to be excluded from happi- 
ness. Contemplating each other as children of the same 
father, and finally to enjoy the same blessedness in 
heaven, it is surely better calculated to beget peace and 
benevolence among them, than the opposite doctrine 
which leads to endless strife and contention here, and 
one part consigning the other over to endless misery 
in the world to come. If the doctrine can be proved 
beyond dispute true, I think you will allow, that all the 
religious sects may bear with each other, yea live in 
union together. But, 

Sih, It is not true as some have affirmed, and as some, 
to prevent inquiry,have beld up as a bug bear to others, 
that this doctrine Jeads to licentiousness. Say some, if I 
believed this doctrine true, | would take my Gill of sin. 
This, sir, I have always considered very unfair treat- 
ment of the universalists. It will be used by ne man, 
who does not wish to excite popular prejudice against 
them. The same urgument was brought against the 
apostles, and indeed is to this day brought against every 
man, who preaches the grace of God as they did. If 
the grace of God teaches one man to deny ungodliness 
and worldly lusts, it also teaches all who know it. If 
it teaches one to say, it teaches all to say,—** Shall we, 
sin, because grace aboundet!: ? God forbid. How shall 
we that are dead too sin, live any longer therein.’? No 
universalist that | have heard of, ever held the doctrine 
that men were saved in their sins, bul hold that all men 
are or will finally be saved from their sins. To draw 
inferences from the.r doctrine, which they donot admit 
but deny, and such inferences as men do and have 
drawn from the doctrine of grace, by which any can 
be saved, is far from being honourable. Misrepresen- 
tation may indeed, for a time, promote the cause of a 
party, but never can serve the cause of truth. A man 
conscious of trath on his side, despises such dishonour- 
able means to promote it in the world. About this J 
am confident we are agreed. 

9th. But you may say, are there not mony. passages 
of scripture which seem irreconcilable with the doctrine 
of universalsalyation? J adinit this, but submit for your 
serious consideration the following remarks. Are there 
then, sir, more texts to be found which appears irrecon- 
cilable with universal salvation, then there are found 
which seem irreconcilable with the doctrine of the trin- 
ity? You weliknow what a host of texts your oppon- 
ents muster against your views. ‘lhey have not a few 
texts which are, or seem to be explicit in setting aside 
your views. Even some of these, yourself and other 
trinuitarian writers have adsmitted are not without force, 
aud feel nota litUe perplexed in reconciling them with 
this doctrine. I mere tham doubt if the number of texts 
against your views are not greater, and j fear you would 
find yourself at as much logs to explain them consistent- 
ly with the doctrine of the trinity, as the universalists 
those texts which militate against their doctrine. lu 
this respect they at least stand on equal ground with 
you, and for the same reason | should reject their doc- 
trine, | ought not to believe yours. 1 might urge here, 
that the texts in which it is, or seems to be taught, that 


are as explicit, as those which seem to teach that all 
men will not finally be saved. But I have to urge here, 
can we find any texts which more strongly and plainly 
declare, that part of the universe are to be eternally 
miserable, than has been adduced to prove that the 
universe shall be subdued to Christ, and shall render to 
him spiritual and divine worship. I think, I have shown 
from the texts you have quoted, and the comments you 
have made, that your statements are at variance with 
your views of eternal misery. ‘They are to me perfect- 
ly irreconcilable with it, I have called, and do again 








call upon yon to show, how they can be reconciled 
When you have done this, it is no more than reasona 

ble, that you demand of the universalists to reconcil- 
their doctrine with those texts which are at variance 
with it. If their views are at variance with the scrip- 
tures, | think I have shown that you are at variauecs 
with yourself. Could I have quoted as much from a 
universalist, as | have done from you in favour of ete: 

nal misery, would yon not have said that he contradict - 
ed his own received doctrine. But 1 have further t. 
remark, that though we may in our writing contradict 
ourselves, one thing is certain, that God does not con- 
tradict himself in the bible. The contradictions men 
perceive there, arises from their ignorance, and vanish 
as they become better acquainted with it. { do study 
this book, and wish to avail myself of every nieans to 
ascertain its true meaning, for, to ascertain this. | mot 
cordially agree with you is true orthodoxy. That we 
may both study it as we onght, be taught by the spirit 
of al] truth to understand it, and confess and practice 
what it reveals is the sincere desire of yours re<pect- 
fully. AN INQUIRER AFTER TRUTH. 
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TO FRIEND AMICUS, 

The following favour is from our esteemed fellow !a- 
bourer, the Rev. Tuomas Jones, of Gloucester. We 
sincerely thank him for this communication, and hope 
it may satisfy our grieved friend ** Amtovs,”* and quiet 
his troubled mind. 

Gloucester, April 8th, 1621. 

BroTHER BAiwov,—! confess | was a little eurpris- 
ed to find in your last Magazine, that such a man as 
Amicts, appears to be, should not know what orthe- 
dox preachers and their hearers say of Universalists and 
theirdoctrine. Perhaps Amicus lives among quiet men, 
who are not in the habit of speaking evil of believers of 
universal grace and salvation, But as he seems doubt- 
ful of what you assert, you may give him the following 
anecdote, under my solemn affirmation, with my name 
in full. 

Sometime in the summer of A. D. 1812, I preached 
in the Rey. Mr. ALLEN’s Meeting House, in Bradford, 
on a week day: and om the second or third day after. 
Professor SrgewaART, of Andover, preached there also 
ona weekday. (I was told it was Prof. Stewart, for 
I knew him not.) I heard the said gentleman, preach 
at Bradford aforesaid. He read for his text, ** And the 
serpent said unto the woman, ye shall not surely die.” 
His first sentence after reading the said text, was the 
following, ‘It happens unfortunately for the abettors 
of Universal Salvation, that the first preacher of that 
doctrine was the devil, as saith the text, * The serpent 
saic unto the woman, ye shall not surely die.’ ” 

Before he closed his sermon, he warned his hearers 
against the doctrine of universal salvation, saying thus, 
** My friends, if you receive this doctrine, you may bura 
your bibles, you may burn your churches, you may cut 
your throats, and go to heaven at last, afterall.” This 
preacher, I believe, knew very well I was in the Meet- 
ing House, and whol was. Now, if this is not enough 
to dispel Mr. Amicus’ doubts, | can tell him something 
more, viz. Some of the Congregational Church Mem- 
bers of the Rev. Wm. B. Cadvgun, and the Rey. Mr. 
Davis, the former a churchman and the latter a baptist, 


‘in Rending Banks, when talking of my departure to 
Christ is the supreme God, are far more in number, aud | 


America, said, they hoped the ship would sink, in which 
i had gone, that | might not spread my errors in A- 
merica. I had a wife and two small children on board. 
There were twelve passengers beside my family, seven 
of them children and youth. I wish it was not in my 
power to tell Mr. Amicus any worse than all this. If 
you think right to publish this, you may. I am with 
respect yours, THOMAS JONES, 





ApvERsiTy.—A certain philosopher said, the great- 
est object in the universe was, a good man struggling 
with adversity. ‘There is one greater still—a good 
man who comes to his relief, 
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To the Editor of the Universalist Magastne, 

Sira,—Several of your correspondents having ex- 
pressly avowed, and yourself having several times, more 
than intimated a disbelief of the vicarious sufferings of 
( 


hrist. that he suifered as a substitute for sinners, | 


id expect that some person, more capable than the 

ter of this, would have asked an explanation of some 

numerous passages of scriptwre which seem, plain- 

v to prove, that he became a substitute for sing that 
ofe the intqguitie s of us all, 

reavinw as 5 et seen no sin h request from any person, 


fhare presumed to attempt to inanke one. Will you 
or some one ol your corre spondents, above alluded 


Lave the sve wess to favour the readers of your 
Mayaziic, with an explanation of the 53d chapter of 
lectah,. porticularly the Sth verse, “ Bat he was wound- 
‘ « cup transgressions, he was bruised for our iniqui- 

he chasiisement of our peace was uponhim: and 
< stripes we are healed 2 A correct explana- 


_pter; hkewise of other passages of 
re, of a ike import, would be very pleasing to, 
iber to the Magazine, who is 


A UNIVERSALIST. 
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REPLY. 
itfied that the passage in the 53d of 
to which you particularly allude, may be un- 
tood in a way agree ‘bly to other scriptures and in 

nal way, you will be better pleased, than to be 

-| to suppose that Jesus suffered as a substitute, 
room oad stead of the transgressor, which is far from 

~a rational idea, according to our knowledge of 
ise! "Pe 

We have, no doubt, a just exposition of the passage 
in Teniah. recorded in Mat. viii. ** When the even was 

ine they brought unto bim many that were possessed 
ot desiis; and he cast out the spirits with hie word, 

nd beaied al] that were sick ; that it might be fulfilled 
which was spoken by Esaias the prophet, saying, bim- 
ee}f took our imfrmities, and bear our sicknesses.” In 
order to heal the sick, Jesus did not become sick, nor 
n order to cast out devils did he receive them into him- 
elf; but the meaning of his bearing our sicknesses, is 
the taking them away. So he bare our tins in his own 
body on the cross; that is, he there exlibited an end 
of sin and the finishing of transgression. Jobn expresses 
tie same thing as follows; ** Behold the Lamb of God 
that taketh away the sin of the world.” 

None of our divines have ever contended, that Jesus 
was sick in our room and stead, that we might enjoy 
health ; or that be was sick or become possessed of dev- 
ils, that he might hea) those who were recovered from 
these complaints by his miraculous power ; but is there 
not the same reason for arguing in favour of such an 
opinion, as there is for maintaining that, in order to de- 
liver us from sin, or the punishment of sin, he was pun- 
ished in our room ? 

Should we hear an orator hold forth, on the day we 
celebrate ovr national independence, that our freedom 
and public rights were the price of precious blood, and 
that we, as a people had been redeemed from a foreign 
yoke by the sufferings of those who fell a sacrifice for 
their country’s liberty, no person would think of the 
doctrine of vicarious sufferings, none would suppose 
that those who died in the cause of liberty and inde- 
pendence, died as substitutes for those who lived to en- 
joy freedom. But why could not such doctrine be as 
well defended as this of the vicarious sufferings of Jesus? 

With these hints, dear sir, it is believed you may pass 
on through all that is said in the scriptures on this sub- 
ject, and easily reconcile the whole on a rational prin- 


ciple. 





DR. WOODS’ SERMON. 
Mr. Eprror,—I observed, in your paper of March 
17th, some remarks on Dr. Woon’s Sermon, preached 
at the ordination of the Rev. Mr. Wisxen,. Without 
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any intention of defending that person, or the peculiar 
tenets of the author and his sect, I wish merely to call 
your attention to one of the observations which you 
then made, on a passage in that discourse. You will, 
on reviewing it, no doubt, either acknowledge the in- 
conclusiveness of your reasoning, or defend it froim the 
remarks, which I am about to make. 

You say, ** There were three things in this sermon, 
which were of such a peculiar nature, that they were 
not forgotton, on which we wish to make a few remarks, 
The first is, the death of the Creator of the sun! How- 
ever, the expression may strike our readers, we assure 
them, that Dr. Woods held forth in his sermon, that he, 
who created the sun, died on a cross! This great, im- 
mense, wonderful, and astonishing declaration was 
made, that all micht know that the preacher was a 
trinitarian. But we think this declaration is by no 
means consistent either with reason or scripture. Is it 
reasonable to believe that the Creator of the sun died 
onacross? No; this is as anreasonable a proposition 
as can possibly be stated ; for if the Creator of the uni- 
verse, whose power upholds al! things, were to die, who 
would uphold the universe while he should remain 
dead?” “ Trinitarians say, thot there is but one divine 
nature. If we ask them, whetler this one divine nature 
is capable of any variation or chauvge, they will an- 
swer, No. How then is it consistent for them to say, 
that this dirine being died ?” 

Now, any attentive reader wil! perceive, that the 
sophistry of your reasoning, in this passace, depends al- 
together on the meaning which you afix to the word 
“died.” You consider it as signifying annihilation, or 
at least as expressive of a total privation or suspension 
of all mental power. This, is by no means, its true 
meaning ; nor is it, in its common use, understood in 
thissense. Death is the privation of physical power, 
of bodily sensation ; the separa/ion of the soul from the 
body ; a dissolution of the mysterious union between 
matter and mind, which constitutes animal life. It re- 
fers only to mailer ; it does not relate to spirit. 

‘* The soul, secure in her existence, smiles 
At the drawn dagger, and defies ils point.— 
The soul shall flourish in inamortal youth, 
Unhurt, amidst the war of elements, 


The wreck of matter, and the crash of worlds.” 
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You will not say, I presume, that when a man dies, 
his soulis annililated, or that it is deprived of any of its 
powers, You will, no doubt, maintain the contrary ; 
and assert that it acquires new powers and properties, 


this be the case with a human mind, which has animat- 
ed a material bods, how unreasonable and unphiloso- 
|phical must it be to say, that the deine mind, after be- 
ing united to a human body, loses any of its essential 
powers, by the death of that boy, and its consequent 
separation from it! 

All trinitarians hold, that the dscéne mind was united, 
in Jesus Christ, to a maleriai body, and in some man- 
ner, i believe, combined with a humanseoul. But none 
pretend, that Lever heard, tiat this dirine mind, by 
the crucifixion of Jesus, suffered any variation or 
change, or relinquished any of iis divine powers and 
properties. Ifthe divine min’, which was united to 
the body of Jesus Christ, was, before that union or in- 
carnation, the Creator of the sun or of the universe, 
why may not that same divine mind, after its separa- 
tion from that body, and its resumption of his former dig- 
nity and glory, continue to uphold the- universe which 
it had the power to create? There is no inconsistency 
in this. Let the doctrine of the trinity be true or not, 
(I do not here express my opinion on that point) there 
is no absurdity or inconsistency in a Trinitarian’s say- 
ing, that ** the Creator of the sun DIED,” in the com- 
mon meaning of that expression; that the materiat body 
died, became inanimate, or was disunited from the di- 
vine soul. PETER, 2d. 


REPLY. 

You ask, ‘* How unreasonable and unphilosophical 
must it be to say, that the divine mind, after being unit- 
ed toa human body, loses any of its essential powers, 
by the death of that body, and its consequent separa- 
tion from it!’ Now friend Peter, my humble opinion 
is, that you have, by this query, refuted entirely what 
you intended to maintain. You surely do not mean to 
have us believe, that you supp: *e that that body which 
died on the cross created the sun. No;—but the di- 
vine Being who was manifested in that body created 
the sun—Then you no more believe that that divine 
Being died, than I de, 





instead of losing those which it formerly possessed. If 





New-York, Apnit 2, 1821. 

To the Editor of the Universalist Magasine, 

Sirn,—Having an ardent desire to grow in grace and 
inthe knowledge of the truth, and having been much 
assisted in the pursuit of this great and desirable object, 
through the instrumentality of your useful Magazine, ft 
am now induced to request yon to have the goodness to 
communicate to me through the medium thereof, your 
opinion and understanding of the doctrine of the Resur- 
rection. I cannot at present understand the subject, 
according to the common idea of the professing chris- 
tian world (relative to time and manner.) And indeed, 
those Universalists that I have had an opportunity of 
conversing with in this city, are looking forward to some 
future time unknown, when the dead, that is, the mould- 
ering dust of each body, shall be raised and be reani- 
mated by again receiving its original tenant. At which 
time those who remain alive, (it is said) will be literally 
caught up into the air, &c. | have searched the scrip- 
tures diligently to see whether these things were so, and 
I must confess, I have found nothing that leads either 
directly or indirectly to the above conclusions. I be- 
lieve in the future existence of the soul of man, which! 
humbly conceive rises at the moment of the dissolution 
of the earthly body, ‘“‘ clothed upon with our house 
which is from beaven.”? We are there conducted swiit 
as thonght— 

Beyond yon vaulted blue expanse 
To our eternal home, 

Where we shall enjoy a full fruition of the ever, ever- 
blooming and unfading verdure of anendless day. At 
the moment of our natural death, (the death of our 
earthly body.) 1 humbly conceive, that then and not 
till then, will be brought to pass the saying that is 
written; ** Death is swallowed up in victory.’* Victo- 
try over death and the grave. Victory and triumph 
over corruption will then be ours, fur we shall rise above 
them all to the tranquil, bright, refalgent realms ot 
eternal glory. 1 would then say, leave me, O leave 
me, and let me remain in the enjoyment of this heaven- 
ly Paradise. O take me not hence, to earth again to be 
clothed with the mouldered dust of my original tene- 
ment. ‘* Nevertheless not my will, but thine, O God, 
be done.”” Yours, with brotherly affection. 


INQUIRER. 


REPLY. 

Drar Sir,-The sabject of your queries is one about 
which there is but little said in the scriptures, and 
whether that little is perfectly clear on it may, ] think, 
be doubted. When the Sadducees, who denied the re- 
surrection, proposed a qnestion to the Saviour, evident- 
ly designed to stumble his mind, they received the fci- 
lowing concise answer; “ Ye do err, not knowing the - 
scriptures, nor the power of God, Forin the resurrec- 
tion they neither marry nor are given in marriage ; but 
are as the angels of God in heaven. But as touching 
the resurrection of the dead, have ye not read that 
which was spoken unto you by God, saying, ] am the 
God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the God of 
Jacob? God is not the God of the dead, but of the 
living.» Though these words of our Saviour are sufti- 
ciently clear as to the subject of argument between the 
Sadducees and himsel4, yet as your question seems not 
to be embraced in their queries, so it is not answered 
in the Saviour’s reply. If we examine St. Paul, in 
1 Cor. xv; we shall be fully satisfied that the apos- 
tle directed his argument to prove the doctrine of the 
resurrection, as relates to matter of fact, but not in re- 
lation to your query, which embraces the subject of 
the éime and manner of that established fact. 

What is said by the same author in 2 Cor. v. seems 
to favour your particular opinion, as it does not inti- 
mate that the building of God, the house not made with 
hands, eternal in the heavens, is composed of the earthy 
substance which composes these perishable bodies.— 
3ut after all, as neither our prospects of future exisi- 
ence, or the blessedness of that state, nor yet any of 
the virtues of the gospel scem at all to depend on the 
question relative to the resurrection of the material 
body, we shall do well to rest the matter on the ground 
on which you have placed it; ** Nevertheless, not my 
will, but thine, O God! be done.” 








DIED, 

In Philadelphia, on the 21st ult. in the 42d year of 
his age, Mr. Trmotny BLAKEg, after a short though se- 
vere pulmonary complaint. A firm practical believer 
in the salvation of the whole human family, he met the 
herald of eternal life with full confidence in his God ; 
the brightness of faith beamed on the closing scene, anc 
he sunk to repose with the dignity of the christian ana | 
the calmness of a philosopher. 











ee aamereapepenemauaminsianareiennanapeemansents 





UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 





POETS’ CORNER. 





FROM THE POEMS OF MISS HEMANS, 





THE DIRGE OF AN INFANT. 


NO bitter tears for thee be shed, 

Blossom of being, seen and gone ; 

With flow’rs alone we strew thy bed, 
O blest departed one! 

Whose all life, a rosy ray, 

Blush’d into dawn, and passed away. 


Yes, thou art gone, ere gilt had pow’r 
‘fo stain thy cherub soul and form! 
Clos’d is the soft ephemeral flow’r, 

That never felt astorm! 
The sun-beam’s smile, the zephyr’s breath, 
All that it knew fromm birth to death. 


Thon wast so like a form of light, 

That heav’n benignly call’d thee hence, 

[re yet the world could breathe a blight 
O’er thy sweet innocence ; 

And then, that brighter home to bless, 

Art pass’d, with all thy loveliness. 


O hadst thou still on earth remain'd, 

Vision of beauty, fair as brief! 

liow soon thy brightness had been stain’d 
With passion or with grief! 

Now not a sullying breath can rise 

‘l'o dim thy glory in the skies. 


We rear no marble o’er thy tomb, 
No sculptur’d image there shall mourn, 
An fitter for the vernal bloom 

Such dwelling to adorn; 
Fragrance and flow’rs and dews must be 
‘The only emblems meet for thee. 


Thy grave shall be a blessed shrine, 
Adorn’d with nature’s brightest wreath ; 
Each glowing season shall combine, 

Its incense, there to breathe ; 
And oft, upon the midnight air, 
Shall viewless harps be murmuring there. 


And oh! sometimes, in visions blest, 

Sweet spirit, visit our repose ; 

And bear, from thine own world of rest, 
A balm for human woes, 

What form, more lovely, could be given, 

Than thine, to messenger of heaven? 


FROM THE EASTERN ARGUS, 


wows 


THE INFANT AND THE ROSE, 


4 saw a blushing vernal rose 


In all its new blown charms array’d ; 
And, in the arms of seft repose, 
Beneath that flower an infant laid. 
] gaz’d on each with wild delight, 
For both were lovely to the sight. 


I Jook’d again—and Autumn’s blast 
Had stript that rose from all its charms ; 
And death with withering power had past, 
And clasp’d the babe in icy arms. 
Now where the leafless rose-bush sighs, 
Low in the grave that infant lies. 


How nature's cruel Jaw, | cried, 

Cuts short the hour of beauty’s reign ! 
But uature’s cheering voice replied, 

They both shall Jive and bloom again— 
‘Fhe one in Spring shall grace the grove, 
And one shall smile in courts above. 


sir, to inquire, for what purpose did the Deity bring us 





FROM THE N, Y. GOSPEL HERALD. 
Mr. Eprtor,—You will oblige a friend to truth by 
inserting in your Herald the following Dialogue, which 
actually transpired in the month of February in the city 
of Hudson, ( N. Y.) where at the present day, there is 
a great ‘Religious stir’ among a zealous class of Calvinists. 
1 was an eye-witness to the fact. It occurred ata Gon- 
ference Meeting,. where sueh scenes were exhibited as 
surpass description :—Crying, groaning, reeling to and 
fro, and twisting about, apparently in much misery ; 
making use of their pocket bandkerchiefs very frequent- 
ly as mementos of their intense convictions of sin ; and 
apparently condemning themselves to a kind of hell, in 
their own bodies! Some, however, I particularly noti- 
ced, were whispering to, each other, and laughing ; while 
two other young aposiles were busily engaged with the 
hair, not tosay with the bonnets, of the young convert 
ladies: however, eventually, they, with a soft whisper, 
inquired into the state of their minds. 





THE DIALOGUE BETWEEN THE REV. MR. S. (ACALVIN- | 
IsT) AND THE REV. MR. T. (A UNIVERSALIST.) 


S. Are you an inqgirer after truth ? 

T. lam, Sir. 

S, What is your name? 

T. T: , Sir. 

S. How long is it since you have become anxious? | 

T. Ever since | have arrived to the years of discre- | 
tion, to exercise reason and a proper judgment. 

S. ( With heavy belchings) Well, don’t you believe, | 
that should you die to-night, in your present situation, | 
you would go immediately to heil? 

T. Before Il answer that question directly or indirect- | 
ly, ! wish you to explein, to my satisfaction, what you | 
mean by the truth? | 

S. Don’t you believe, the Bible to be the trath ? 

T. | believe, Sir, the Sacred Scriptures contain the | 
truth. 

S. What truth? 

T. That “ God hath given to us eternal life, and this 
life is in his Son”’—** That God, who cannot lie, hath 
promised us eternal life ;* if | believe not this, | make 
God a liar, and the truthis not in me. Therefore, with 
St. Paul, “I say, the covenant which was canfirmed 





| 
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| 
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before of God in Christ, the law, which was four hund-/} ~ 


red and thirty years after, cannot disannul, that it | 
should make the promise of none effect.’” 

S. Are you a preacher, or public speaker? 

T. 1 may possibly, Sir, be so considered by the public. | 

S. To what denomination do you belong? Are you 
acquainted with Mr. P.? 

T. 1 am, Sir. 

S. Do you preach the Universal doctrine ? 

T. I do, Sir. 

S. Do you belicve that doctrine ? 

T. 1 do, Sir, or | certainly should not preach it. 

S. Why do you come here to inquire after truth ? 

T. That I may increase in knowledge. Permit me, 





into existence ? what were the designs of God in our 
creation? and the end of our being? 

S. 1 do not wish to enter into an argument with you 
I presume you have doubts and fears respecting your 
doctrine. | think your concience must smite you. 

T. 1 have neither doubts nor fears with regard to the 
doctrine of the final restitution of all things. -I have, 
sir, formerly been a very zealous person among the 
Calvinistis, and am still a member of a church of that 
order, (legally 80,) and in perfect accordance with the 
views which I entertain of your doctrines; I believe 
thoge, and those only, who build their hopes upon the 
foundation of an imaginary hell in another world, are the 
very persons who suffer the tormenting effects of this en- 
thusiasm, as well as the pangs of an agonizing mind, 
with doubts and fears. 

S. You are a wicked person. Yours is a very wick- 
ed and licentious doctrine: you are foolish for believ- 
ing it: you are going to hell, and leading thousands of 
souls to hell with you. I know the disposition of the 
Universalists well: they are obstinate and wilful: their 
doctrine is heresy ; and you are in an error. 

7. Sir, that is saying much. I wish you to prove to 
me the heresy of the doctrine. If I amin an error, please 
to set me sieht my mind is open, and free for convic- 
tion : I am willing to receive advice and instruction from 
any man. If you will satisfactorily prove to me, by 
scriptural testimony, that there will be punishment in a 
future state ; and that it will endless ; | then will, buat 
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not until then, acknowledge the doctrine of endless tor- 
ments, 

S. I do not wish to enter into a controversy with 
ou sir. 

TI’ Will you be so good as to reply to the statement 


just made? 


S. Tam not in the habit of instructing ministers of 
the gospel. I will leave you, sir. 

The above isa true statement of facts. From the 
knowledge, Mr. Editor, which I have of these bigoted 
enthusiasts, they are stealing, or in other words, insin- 
uating themselves into the young and tender mind, drag- 
ging it into concessions of unwarrantable doctrines, by 
flattery and force. Prehaps no age of the world has 
been so marked asa time of inquiry after truth as the 
present. This, undoubledly, is one cause why these 
hot Calvinists fear; they have reason to fear; for there 
ie a dreadful shaking among the dry bones; their dia- 
bolical system trembles to its very centre. May the 
Divine approbation accompany and smile upon the exer- 
tions made for the promulgation of the gospel of Christ, 


and hasten the happy peried, when truth shal! fnaliy 
triumph over error, and when ** none shall make afraid 
nor destroy in all God's holy mountain.” 


Deo 


WHAT DO YOU THINK? 
Now unto Him that ¢ ible to do exceeding abun- 
dantly above all that we can ask or think, &e. unto 
him be glory, &e. Eph. iii. 20. Reader, how much can 


you ask, and think 2?) Can you ask for the | appimess 
of all men in heaven? Can gon /hink that it is possi- 
ble for God to save a/i men from their sins, (not in 
them,) and make them happy? God * is able to do 
exceeding abundantly above all this.’ What do yon 


think? Willhe do it? 
When the apostle says, that ‘+ God is able todo,” &e. 
does be mean that ‘* God canno/,” except man will 


condescend to let him? What do youthink? We 
think, that God's goodness is equal to his power, and 
His wisdom is equal to his goouness, and that [He weil 


do all that He has promished! What do you think ? 





MARRIED, 


In this iown—By the Rev. Mr. Sharp, Mr. Job §. 
Whiton, of Hingham, to Miss Lucy }arren, of this 





| town. 


By the Rev. Mr. Smith, Mr. Richard Dexter fo Miss 
Mary Ann Averell. 

3y the Rev. Dr. Baidwin, Mr Loring Bailey to Mies 
Lydia Hal].—Mr. John Howland, of Duabury, to Miss 
Sarah Todd, of Boston. 

By the Rev. Mr. Dean, Mr. Charles Diintnall, to Miss 
Eliza Holbridge. 

Mr. Isace D. Hollis to Miss Mary Cole, of Ports- 
mouth, N. H. 

Mr. William Emerson to Eliza Rogers Simpson. 

In Charlestown, Mr. Joseph Frost, mer. to Miss Sa- 
rah Hunting. 

In Salem, Mr. Alwin Hildreth to Mrs. Mary Lus- 
comb. 

In Marblehead, Mr. Ebenezer C. Collyer to Miss 
Lydia Newhall. 

In New-York City, Dr. James S. M’Farlane, of 
Charleston, S. C. to Miss Eliza Norman.—M. Vincent 
le Ray de Chaumont te Miss Cornelia Jubel. 


EEEEE=s 


DIED, 

In this town,—Mrs. Abigail Amory Winslow, wife of 
Mr. Benjamin Winslow, aged 37.—Mr. Otis S. Spencer, 
printer, formerly of Hartford, Con. in 23d year of his 
age.—Charles Edwin, son of Mr. Robert Weymouth, 
9 months.—Mr. William Bacon, 41. 

On Sunday morning last, Snelling Powell, Esq. sen- 
ior manager of the Boston Theatre. 

In Middleborough, the venerable John Alden, in his 
103d year. His great grand father, whose name he 
bore, as did also his grand father and father, was one of 
the first settlers of New-England; being one of the 
number who accompanied the Rev. Mr. Robinson from 
Europe to America, in 1620, and is said to have beer 
the man who first stepped upon Plymouth Rock. 

In Cooperstown, N. ¥. Hon. Joseph Lyman, a mem- 
ber of the last Congress. 
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